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Detail Office Action 
Claim Status 

1. Claims 1-32 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8, 17-19, 21-22 and 24 are rejected under 35 USC § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mosher, Jr. et al. (US 2003/01 73408 Al). 

1) Regarding claim 1: 

Mosher, Jr. et al. discloses various features including the claimed: a non-reusable 
(Abstract, lines 12-15) identification apparatus (Figs. 4, 9) comprising: an attachment (93-95), 
for fastening the identification apparatus to a user (Abstract, lines 1-3); an identification device 
(92), for providing identification information ([002]-[003]); and a disabling device (inside 92 or 
as part of the connected circuit), for permanently disabling the identification device after the 
apparatus is first removed from the user ([0057], lines 1-2; [0064], especially lines 30-46 
regarding the permanent disabling features including physical circuit disconnection or 
destruction, as well as antenna detuning, and disabling via logical input; and Abstract, line 15 in 
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conjunction with line 9 of [0070] and lines 24-30 of [0077] which specifies that such disabling 
can include erasing stored information) . 

2) Regarding claim 2, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 

1, including: the claimed wherein the attachment further comprises: a band of material for 
attaching the identification apparatus to a body part portion of a user (91 in Fig. 4). 

3) Regarding claim 3, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 

2, including: the claimed wherein the attachment further comprises: a band of material having a 
strip of adhesive on at least one end thereof, the adhesive being used to bond to an opposite end 
of the band when fastened to the body part of the user (fastener having conductive or non- 
conductive adhesive according to Fig. 4 and lines 22-32 of [0064] and lines 21-22 of [0051]; Fig. 
36 and corresponding disclosure). ^ 

4) Regarding claim 5, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
1, including the claimed wherein the identification device further comprises: a strip of material 
carrying the identification information in printed form (160 in Fig. 22). 

5) Regarding claim 6, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
1, including the claimed wherein the identification device further comprises: a transponder 
circuit (RFID; 92) arranged to receive a wireless signal, and in response thereto, to emit a 
wireless signal representative of the identification information. 

6) Regarding claim 8, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
6, including: 
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—the claimed wherein the disabling device further comprises: a device for causing 
disablement of the transponder circuit upon removal of the apparatus from the user (lines 32-37 
of [0064]). 

7) Regarding claim 17, the claimed "method for operating a non-reusable identification 
apparatus comprising: attaching the identification apparatus to a user; providing identification 
information as part of the identification apparatus at least when initially attached to the user; and 
preventing the apparatus from providing the identification information one the apparatus is first 
removed from the user" is met by the consideration of claim 1 by Mosher, Jr. et al. 

8) Regarding claim 18, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 

17, including the claimed wherein the attaching step further comprises: attaching a band of 
material to a body part portion of a user (see consideration of claim 2 or Fig. 4). 

9) Regarding claim 19, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 

18, including: 

-the claimed wherein the attaching step further comprises: attaching the band of material 
using a strip of adhesive formed on at least one end thereof, such that the adhesive bonds to an 
opposite end of the band when fastened to the body part of the user (see consideration of claim 
3). 

10) Regarding claim 21, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in 
claim 17, plus the consideration of claim 5. 

1 1) Regarding claim 22, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in 
claim 17, plus the consideration of claim 6. 
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12) Regarding claim 24, Mosher, Jr. et al. 
claim 17, plus the consideration of claim 8. 
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met all of the claimed subject matter as in 



Claim Rejections -J5 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mosher, 
Jr. et al. (US 2003/0 173408A1) in view of Peterson et al. (US pat. #5,448,846). 

1) Regarding claim 4, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
1, including: 

a) the claimed wherein the attachment further comprises: a band of material having hole 
bonded in one end thereof and a mating part on another end thereof, the mating part arranged to 
pass through the hole and lock into a mating hole when attached to the body part of the user (Fig. 

4); 

except: 

b) specifying the claimed said mating part is a barbed peg. 
However, Peterson et al. teaches a wristband locking fastener using such known barbed 
peg (Figs. 1-6). 

In view of the two teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the claimed invention to use a known barbed peg type fastener as taught by 
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Peterson et al. as the fastener of choice in Mosher, Jr. et al. in order to provide a secured locking 
fastener as intended. 

2) Regarding claim 20, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
18, plus the consideration of claim 4 in view of Peterson et al. 

6. Claims 7, 9-16, 23 and 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mosher, Jr. et al. (US 2003/0173408A1) in view of Gustafson (US pat. #6,050,622). 

1) Regarding claim 7, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
3, including: 

a) the claimed wherein at least a portion of the identification device is located adjacent 
the adhesive material when the identification device is attached to the user, such that when the 
band is removed from the user by separating the adhesive bond, the identification device is in 
turn is disabled (Fig. 4 and [0064]), whereby identification device disablement by destruction 
through use of differential substrate stiffness via use of embedded fibers is also taught ([0063]); 

while: 

b) Gustafson teaches a tamper-resistant identification tag wherein at least a portion of the 
identification device is located adjacent the adhesive material when the identification device is 
attached to the user, such that when the band is removed from the user by separating the adhesive 
bond, the identification device is in turn at least partially destroyed by use of differential gluing 
(col. 4, lines 18-59). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed 
invention that disablement of the identification device via at least partial destruction thereof in 
Mosher, Jr. et al. can also be implemented by use of differential gluing as taught by Gustafson. 
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2) Regarding claim 9, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
8, plus the consideration of claim 7 in view of Gustafson, whereby: 

-the claimed wherein the disabling device further comprises: a device for causing a 
break in electrical continuity of the components of the transponder circuit is met by tearing 
(breaking in electrical continuity) of the circuit components including the transponder circuit due 
to separation of the differentially glued band end portions. 

3) Regarding claim 10, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 9, including: 

—the claimed wherein the identification device further comprises: an electrically 
conductive loop used as an antenna (Figs. 4a-4c of Gustafson). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed 
invention to use the tamper sensing conductive loop of Mosher, Jr. et al. as part of the antenna as 
taught by Gustafson when the antenna is of the loop antenna type so as to reduce the number of 
required circuit components thus achieving simplification. 

4) Regarding claim 1 1, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 10, including: 

—the claimed wherein the disabling device serves to disconnect the transponder circuit 
from the antenna upon first removal of the apparatus from the user ([0064] of Mosher, Jr. et al. 
and Figs. 4a-4c of Gustafson). 

5) Regarding claim 12, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 10, including: 
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-the claimed wherein the disabling device serves to destroy at least a portion of the 
antenna (Fig. 4c and col. 5, lines 52-58 of Gustafson). 

6) Regarding claim 13, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 10, including: 

—the claimed wherein the attachment further comprises a band of material which is 
fastened around a body part of a user, and an electrically conductive wire loop is disposed in the 
band of material (Fig. 4 of Mosher, Jr. et al. and Figs. 1 and 4a-4c of Gustafson). 

7) Regarding claim 14, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 13, including: 

-the claimed wherein the disabling device causes a break in the wire loop when the band 
of material is broken (Fig. 4 of Mosher, Jr. et al. and Figs. 1 and 4a-4c of Gustafson and their 
corresponding disclosure). 

8) Regarding claim 15, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 14, including: 

—the claimed wherein the band of material has one or more holes formed along a length 
thereof and the electrically conductive wire loop encircles the holes (Fig. 4 of Mosher, Jr. et al.). 

9) Regarding claim 16, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in claim 
6, plus the consideration of claim 7 in view of Gustafson, including: 

—the claimed wherein the attachment further comprises a band having a strip of adhesive 
material on at least one end thereof, the adhesive material being used to bond to an opposite end 
of the band when fastened around a portion of a body part of the user; and wherein at least a 
portion of the transponder circuit is located adjacent the adhesive material, such that when the 
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band is removed from the user by separating the adhesive bond, the transponder circuit is at least 
in part destroyed (Fig. 4c of Gustafson). 

10) Regarding claim 23, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in 
claim 18, plus the consideration of claim 7 in view of Gustafson. 

1 1) Regarding claim 25, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in 
claim 24, plus the consideration of claim 9 in view of Gustafson. 

12) Regarding claim 26, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in 
claim 22, plus the consideration of claim 10 in view of Gustafson. 

13) Regarding claim 27, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the 
claimed subject matter as in claim 26, plus the consideration of claim 1 1 . 

14) Regarding claim 28, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the 
claimed subject matter as in claim 26, plus the consideration of claim 12. 

.15) Regarding claim 29, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the 
claimed subject matter as in claim 26, plus the consideration of claim 13. 

16) Regarding claim 30, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the 
claimed subject matter as in claim 29, plus the consideration of claim 14. 

17) Regarding claim 3 1 , Mosher, Jr. et al. and Gustafson render obvious all of the 
claimed subject matter as in claim 29, plus the consideration of claim 15. 

18) Regarding claim 32, Mosher, Jr. et al. met all of the claimed subject matter as in 
claim 22, plus the consideration of claim 16 in view of Gustafson. 

Conclusion 
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7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

LaDue, US 5,525,969 

—A similar tamper proof identification strap. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin C. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-2963. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon -Thur 1 1 :00Am-7:30Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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